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Current Topics. 


The New County Court Judge. 

THE vacancy in the Hampshire County Court judgeship, 
caused by the regretted death of Judge MARTELLI, who was 
appointed less than a year ago, has been filled up by the 
transfer to that circuit of Judge BarNaRD LAILEy, K.C., from 
the North Cheshire and South Lancashire Circuit, to which 
he was appointed last August, and the appointment in his 
place of Mr. ALBERT Parsons, K.C. The new appointment 
shews a continued tendency to select county court judges from 
the inner bar. Judge BARNARD LAILEY has, we understand, 
been all his life closely connected with Hampshire, where his 
family have been landowners for over 400 years, so that his 
removal, though speedy, is quite natural 


The Late Mr. Joseph H. Choate. 

GREAT REGRET has been felt in this country at the death of 
Mr. Joserpnu H. Cxuoare, one of the most eminent of American 
lawyers and _ publicists Born at Salem, Massachusetts, in 
he graduated at the Law School at Harvard in 1854, 
far in Massachusetts and 
a leading position as an 


1832, 
and was soon after admitted to the 
New York. He quickly attained 
advocate, and he attained a very high reputation both profes- 
sionally and as a reformer of public life In 1898 he retired 
from practice, and shortly afterwards came as Ambassador to 
this country, where he speedily obtained as notable a position 
[lis term of office lasted from 1899 to 
held by lawyers here 





as in his own country. 
1905. and the estimation in which he wa 
| was marked by his election as a Bencher of the Middle Temple. 
His residence in this country did much to promote friendly 
| relations with the United States, and it is fortunate that in 
| recent vears there have been Ambassadors on both sides of the 
Atlantic who have been able and anxious to render this service 


to the two countries He has been during the war one of the 
most ardent friends of the Allied cause, and he had the satis- 


| faction before he passed away of seeing his country definitely 


range itself on the side of law and liberty. 


31 
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A League of Nations. 

GREAT INTEREST attaches to the meeting called by the 
League of Nations Society, which was held, with Lord Bryce 
in the chair, at the Central Hall, Westminster, on Monday 
afternoon. The object of the meeting was ‘‘ to discuss the 


after the 
maintenance of inter- 
with special regard 
America for this purpose ed 
length last October 


question of the Pp ibility of 
machinery calculated to 
national right and the avoi 
to the proposals re« 
These proposal we 


creating war 
the 


lance of 


some 
ecure 
war, 
ently made by 


explained at some (ante, 


p. 5), and we gave the programme of the League to Enforce 
Peace. Since then the desire in all countries, including, we 
believe, the various belligerent countries, for the establish- 
ment of such a ugue has been spreading, and how widely it 
exists in this country is shown by the list of those who spoke 
at or attended the meeting on Monday In addition to the 
chairman, the speakers included Lieutenant-General Smuts, 
the Archbishop of Cantersury, Lord Buckmaster, and Lord 
Ifwon Ceci and amo those present were Lord Parmoor, 
Lord Courtney or Pexnwitna, Sir Joun Simon, Mr. W. H 
Dickinson, and Mr. H. W. Masstncuam Lord BUCKMASTER 
followed President Witson in insisting that the German 
rulers must, in our views of the war and it uses, be sepa- 


rated from the German people—a point which we have always 


maintained 


and it is, we imagine, to such separation and to 
the new influences brought to bear on events by the entry of 
the United States into the war and the Russian Revolution that 
have lara to look for the ending of the present cata 
strophe But the chief importance attaches, perhaps, to the 
peech of General Smut who, with his intimate knowledge of 
what war means ippears to be one of the strongest advocates 
for the disarmament which after this war will probably be the 
only means of preventing future wars We noted recently 
(ante, p. 409) his early connection with Cambridge, and the 
law degree he took from Christ’s College in 1894: and not 
the least interesting of the many recent occasions on which 
he has been honoured was his attendance at Cambridge on 
Wednesday. with Mr. Pace. the United States Ambassador, 
to receive the honor y degree of LL.D 
Powers of Attorney and War. 

Tue pecision of the full Court of Appeal (Scrurton, L.J., 
diss.) in Tingley v. Miller (reported elsewhere) is interesting 
from a conveyancing point of view on account of the effi 
it ascribes to section 9 of the Conveyancing Act, 1882, ae 
which a power of attorney, whether given for value or not, can 
be made irrevocable for a vear In May, 1915, the defendant, 


who was of German nationality, gave wer o! attorney, ex 


solicitor to sel] 
ll-settled law a German 


a pr 


pres ed to be irrevocable tor a year, to his 
country U 


here i not 


his house in thi nder we 


resident in enemy, and is in no way debarred from 


entering into commercial! transaction Accordingly, at the 
time when the power ol attorney was given it was unobjec 
tionable It was given, however, in view of the de 
fendant’s intended return to Germany, and he, in fact, left 
Tilbury for Flushing on 26th May en route for Germany 
Only actual arrival in Germany, however, would mak« him 
in enemy, and Eve, J., held that the fact of his arrival by 
2nd June, the date on which the house was sold, had not 
been aay On this ground he dismissed the action, which 


has been brought by the purchaser for a declaration that the 
contract. of sale was void, being made with an enemy. On this 
point the Court of Appeal unanimously differed from the 
learned Judge, holding that, under the circumstances, it was 
right to draw the inference of fact that MuLLer reached 


Germany by the date named It by no means follows, how- 


ever, that the power of attorney was terminated thereby, 
and the sale made under it avoided. Apart from the statute, 
there is the authority of the United States Supreme Court 
in. Williams v. Paine (169 U.S. Rep. 55) that war does not 
avoid a power of attorney for the sale of lands, nor is there, 
as a matter of convenience, any reason why it should. War, 


it was pointed ouT in that ease, suspends ordinary commercial 


agencies, such as an insurance agency. but ‘‘ it is entirely 
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| plain that the mere fact of the breaking out of a war does 
not necessarily and as a matter of law revoke every agency 
Whether it is revoked or not depends upon the circumstances 


surrounding the case and the nature and character of the 
agency. ‘And it is obvious that in the matter of the disposal 
of property it is in the interest of citizens here, as well as of 
the enemy owner, that the possibility of sale should be pre 

served; the only necessary safeguard is that the proceeds 
should not go to the alien enemy during the war. But the 
case is clearer when regard is had to the statutory provision. 
The power is declared to be irrevocable for the fixed period, 
notwithstanding anything done by the donor. This, th 

Master of the Rolls pointed out, places the attorney pra 

tically in the position of a trustee for sale, and the case i 
really that of an English trustee selling property which 
beneficially belongs to an alien enemy. But this was speci 
fically dealt with by Lord Parker in his judgment in the 
Daimler case (1916, 2 A. C., p. 347) :—‘‘ I see no reason wl 

the trustee of an English business with enemy cestuis qu: 
trust should not during the war continue to carry on tli 
business, although after the war the profits may go to persons 
who are now enemies. : The contention appears to 
me to extend the principle on which trading with the enemy 
is forbidden far beyond what reason can approve or the law 
warrant Accordingly there was no objection to the con 
tract made by the attorney, and the action, in the view of 
the majority of the Court, failed. 


] 


Intercourse with the Enemy. 

THE DISSENTING judgment of Scrutton, L.J., in Tingl 
v. Miiller (supra) is interesting chiefly for its desire to 
stretch to its fullest extent the prohibition of intercour 
with the enemy. Properly this appears to apply only 
commercial intercourse Esposito v. Bowden, 7 E. & 
B. 763); but there are authorities which appear to carry 
it further so as to prohibit intercourse of every kind between 
subjects of belligerent States, and Evans, P., adopt 
this view in The Panariellos (59 Sortcrrors’ Journat, 399; 
84 L. J. P. D. & A. 140). On appeal it was held by the 
Judicial Committee that the case was one of enancial 
intercourse (60 Soticirors’ JournaL, 427; 85 L. J. P. D. & 
A. 112), and hence it was not necessary to consider the wider 
proposition This was done by the Court of Appeal in 
Robson v. Premier Oil, de., Co. (59 Sortcrrors’ Journat, 
175: 1915, 2 Ch. 124), and the view of Evans, P., w 
adopted, so that, as the law now stands, it appears that all 
intercourse with the enemy is prohibited. At the same time 
the judgment of the Court of Appeal (Lord Cozens-Harpy 
M.R., and Pickrorp and Warrincton, L.JJ.), which was 
delivered by Pickrorp, L.J., contains a qualification : 

‘We do not think it necessary to decide whether the pri 
extends to intercourse, if such there be, which could not pos 
tend to detriment to this country or to advantage to the ene 
it is enough to say that, in our opinion, all intercourse which rr 
tend to such detriment or advantage, whether commercial or 


(see 


iS . . . Inconsistent with the state of war between the 
yintries, and therefore forbidden.’’ 
To this qualification Scrutton, L.J., takes exception, think- 


ing that it is very dangerous that British citizens should be 
allowed to speculate, whether their intercourse with the 
enemy could injure their country or help the enemy. Our 
own view on the matter was expressed very plainly at the 
time the above decisions were given (59 Sotictrors’ JOURNAL, 
pp. 360, 392, 468). We desired to keep open as far as pr 

ticable thé possibility of communications between the subjects 
of hostile States where these did not affect either military 
matters or commerce In the present war this has been 
perhaps a futile task, for all tendencies to ameliorate the 
conditions of warfare, and to confine it to the armed forces 
of the belligerents, have been checked. At the same time, the 
qualification in the judgment of the Court of Appeal to which 
the learned Lord Justice objects serves to keep open the 
chance that the Courts may yet take a less rigorous view 
than his of intercourse with the enemy designed for proper 
ends—intercourse, for instance, which may tend to lessen 


; mutual hostility and assist the return of peace, 
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Amendment of the Specification of a Patent by 
an Alien Enemy. 


Wuen a patentee has a patent which he thinks is or may be 
defective, he can sometimes cure the defect by amendment 
of his specification, but he must obtain leave to do so. Sec- 
tion 21 of the Patents and Designs Act, 1907, provides that a 
patentee may apply to the Patent Office for leave to amend 
his specification by way of disclaimer, correction or explana- 
tion, but this he cannot do if an action or proceeding before 
the Court for revocation of the patent is pending. By section 
22 it is provided that in an action for infringement or pro- 
ceedings in Court for the revocation of a patent, the Court 
may allow a patentee to amend his specification by way of dis- 
claimer. Can an alien enemy make an application for amend- 
ment of the specification of a patent belonging to him? This 
question came up for decision recently before SaARGANT, J., in 
Re Stahlwerk Becher Aktiengesellschaft s Patent (reported 
elsewhere). A patent was in 1912 granted to a German company 
for ‘‘ an improved high-speed tool steel! A petition was in 
1916 presented to the-Court for the revocation of the patent by 
a limited company carrying on business in Sheffield. The 
German patentees then moved the Court for an order that they 
might be at liberty to amend the specification of the patent 
by way of disclaimer. This was opposed by the petitioners on 
the ground that the patentees were alien enemies, and there- 
fore were not entitled to the order they asked for. For the 
patentees it was admitted that, if they had been applying under 
section 21, they could not have succeeded; but that their 
present application was one by way of defence to the petition 
for revocation, and that an alien enemy, although precluded 
from coming to the Court by way of initiative, was entitled 
to come by way of defence, and in this case the application 
was a step by the patentees in defending themselves against 
the petition for revocation. SarGant, J., acceded to their 
view, although with much doubt, and allowed their application, 
which will now proceed in the ordinary way. A similiar point 
might arise under section 25, which provides that the Court 
may revoke a patent on petition on the grounds stated in the 
section, and that these grounds are also available by way of 
defence to an action for infringement. An alien enemy could 
not apply for revocation of a patent made under this section, 
but if he were sued for infringement of the patent, he might 
plead these grounds by way of defence to the action, 


Disclaimer and the Acceleration of Remainders. 


It is interesting to note that in Re Willis (ante, p. 253 
1917, 1 Ch. 365), Youncer, J., found reason for distinguish 
ing Re Scott (1911, 2 Ch. 374), and held that a disclaimer oj 
his life estate by an equitable tenant for life had the effect of 
accelerating a succeeding equitable estate for life, notwith- 
standing the interposition of contingent equitable remainders, 
though it would be displaced upon those remainders vesting 
Re Scott was a case of legal limitations. Under a will 
freehold estates went to J.. for life, remainder to his 
first and other sons successively in tail male, remainder 
to W. for life, with remainders over. J. disclaimed 
his life estate, having at the time no issue. WaAkRINGTON, 
J., held that the estate for life of W. was not accelerated, 
but that during the life of J., so long as he had no son, the 
rents fell into the testator’s residuary estate. The decision 
was based mainly upon the ground that to let in the estate 
of W. would have the effect of destroying the contingent 
remainders to the sons of J., since an estate in remainder, 
when once fallen into possession, could not, he considered, 
give way so as to let in an estate previously limited ; and for 
this reliance was placed on Carrick v. Errington (2 P 
Wms. 361, 5 Bro. P. C. 391). The effect was to secure for 
the contingent remainders the protection which they would 
formerly have obtained from the interposition of trustees to 
preserve such remainders. But Mr. F. E. Farrer criticized 
the decision in two articles in the Luw Quarterly Review 
(Vol. 22, pp. 83, 392), and suggested that they could receive 


=] 





‘this protection without the acceleration of the estates in re- 
mainder being prevented. This, he thought, followed from sec- 
tion 8 of the Real Property Act, 1845. In the current number 
of the same review Mr. CuarLes Sweet puts the same result 
on a simpler ground. He points out that J.’s disclaimer 
related back to the death of the testator, so that ‘ it took 
his life estate out of the will for all purposes as if it had never 
been limited, with the result that the limitations to his sons 


could not take effect as contingent remainders Ilence they 


would take effect, if at all, as executory devises, and were 
free from liability to destruction Consequently there was 
no reason for preventing the acceleration of W.’s estate, 


Disclaimer and Equitable Limitations. 


AS STATED above. the limitations in Le Ncott were legal, 
while in Re Wil pra) they were equitable, and YOUNGER, 
J., found in this fact a reason for distinguishing the former 
case. The beneficia} limitations were practically the same. 
Real estate was devised to trustees upon trust for A. for 
life, remainder for A first and other sons successively in 
tail, remainder for B., and C successively for life, remainders 
over, with an ultimate remainder to the testator’s own right 
heirs The trustees took the leval lee simple, so that all 
these were equital e estates A. was the heir-at-law of the 
testator, and he disclaimed the devise to himself, except as 
regards the ultimate trust He had no son. B. was dead, 
and the question was whether the equitable life estate of C. was 
accelerated by the disclaimer so as to become the estate im 


possession. Youncer, J., pointed out that, since the limita 
tions were equitable, there was no reason to refer to the old 


doctrine of contingent remainders requiring a prior vested 
estate of freehold to support them. The necessary freehold 
is in the trustees: Re Finch, Abbiss vy. Burney (17 Ch. D. 


211,229). And he held that the limitations, being equitable, 
could be treated with more elasticity than legal limitations 
‘A trust to trustees to pay the income of trust property to 
A. during the life of B. until B. has a son, and then to pay 


the income to or to hold the pr perty from which it proceeds 
for that son, 1s a trust to whic h, so tar a l am aware, no 
technical objection can be taken Nor can | see any reason 
why in this very case such a trust should not be implied, 1f 


the intent to that effect is, as I hold it to be. clear, and 
an intestacy as to the income is the only alternative.’’ Ac 


ordingly the learned Judge decided that C.’s estate could be 
accelerated so as to tal effect in possession, subject, never 
theless, to being displaced by the prior contingent remainders 
should the y vest Mr. Sweet, in the article to which we 


have referred above, suggests that the limitations in Re Scott 
were also in fact equithble by reason of the legal estate being 
in the testator’s executors under Part I. of the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897, though he does not press this point. Without at 
present venturing to criticize the judgment of Youncer, J., 
we may point out that the general rule with regard to equitable 
limitations is that they receive tlte same construction as legal 
limitations: this is so, at least, with regard to limitations by 
way of executed trust, though executory trusts are construed 
with more freedom: see ‘‘ Laws of England,’ ae. Equity,’’ 
vol, 13, p. 94, note (s). Hence we are inclined to think that 
in the present case legal and equitable limitations must be 
treated in the same way, and It is desirable, if it can be done, 
that the result arrived at in Re Wells should apply also to 
such circumstances as those in Re Scott. If the views put 
forward by Mr. Farrer are correct, this would seem to be 
practi able 


Speaking at a meetin Lamacy Reform Association on the 10t) 


says the J7'imes, Mr. Herbert N. Flewker said that no persé 


should be sent t in asylum without having six months’ preventive 
treatment at a hospital. Many sane persons had been consigned to 
asvlums by doctors One gentieman suffering trom insomnia wae give 
al jeotion of n wrphia, the effects of which were pract cally unknown 
Some time afterwards when g ra reading haracter) from Dickens 
} mpersonated Mr. Pickwick The. doctor who had attended him 
assumed that this was an act of insanity, and gave a certificate the 
next day. The man, though sane, was taken to the county asylow, 
where he was kept for seven months, 
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Gifts to Secularist Bodies. 


THE decision of the House of Lords in Re Bowman (re- 
ported elsewhere) is chiefly interesting on the ground that, 
notwithstanding the decisions of Joyce, J., and the Court of 
Appeal in the respondents’ favour, the House oi Lords re 
served for several months, and the Lord Chancellor actually 
dissented from, a judgment which seems based on the ele- 
mentary principles of religious toleration as long understood 
and applied in England The short facts of the case were 


these. A testator left a legacy to the Secularist Society 
(Limited), a joint stock company whose principal object 1 
defined in the memorandum of association as ; (@) ‘‘ To pro- 
mote . . the principle that human conduct should 
be based upon natural knowledge and not upon supernatural 
belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 


end of all thought and action The remaining objects were 
either political (¢.7., the promotion of secular education), or 
ancillary to (a), and did not affect the argument of the case. 
The testator’s grandchildren having disputed the legality of 
the bequest, a summons was taken out to decide this point, 
and was decided by Joyce, J., in favour of the society. Two 
‘ase may be 


minor points which arose in the course of the 


cleared away at once There was a provision in the com 
pany’s articles of association that, in the event of dissolution, 
its surplus asset hould not be distributed among its mem 
bers, but given to some kindred so lety It was contended 
that this was a breach of the rule against perpetuities such as 


gift to the company ah initio Now. apart alto 


to avoid 
gether from the well-known rule that a gift to a company 1 
not void as a perpetuity (since the company can, like any 
other donee, alienate the property when once received), and 


since here it was not this gift but the surplus assets which were 
to be handed over on a dissolution, the short answer is that 
the article about surplus assets only arranges for an express 


application of the cy pres doctrine to the assets of this body 
The second minor point was that some of the lecturers em 


ployed by the society, and the society by ite publication , were 
alleged to have rendered themselves liable to prosecution In 
courts of law Even assuming this statement to have been 
correct, it is clearly irrelevant A company is a legal entity, 
and if it has been lawfully constituted for a lawful purpose, it 
is as much entitled to take gifts as any other person No 
presumption of an intent to use the gift unlawfully can be 
presumed trom the on luct ol an avent employed by the 
On lety, or trom the character of some, or even of all, its pub 
lications If the legality of the company 1s attacked, that 


must be done by scire far proceedings in a court of law 

jut the main contention on behalf of the appellants wa 
simpler and broader than these mere questions of tech 
nicality They argued that any gift to a secularist society 
1.e., a body which exists to promote a view of religion which 
is contrary to the fundamental principles of Christianity—i 


1] 


ipso facto illegal, or at any rate void and unenforceable in 


a court of law This view is supported by two comparatively 
modern cases: Briggs v. /lartley (19 L. J. Ch. 416), decided 
by SaHapwe .t, V.C., in 1850, and Cowan v. Milbourn (LL. R 
2 Ex. 230), a case decided in 1867 In the former a legacy 


was held invalid as inconsistent with Christianity, because 
itt was to be given as a reward for a prize essay on natural 


theology ‘‘ treated as a science,’’ and sufficient when so 
treated and taught to constitute a ‘‘ true, perfeet, and philo 
sophical system of universal religion.’’ In the latter case 
a contract to let rooms was held illegal ind void because 


the object of the hiring was the delivery of lectures on 
secularism 

Against these mid-Victorian decisions, however, there is 
the much more recent and well-known judgment of CoLeripcE, 
L.C.J., in R&R. v. Ramsay (15 Cox C. C. 231-5), where he 


held that. the common law of the land grows, that it has out- 
grown the ancient rule that Christianity is an essential part 
of the law of the land, and that it now embodies the en 
lightened principle of religious toleration instead of the 
older principle that nothing subversive of Christianity may be 


believed or taught. This latter point of view is now generally 
accepted by lawyers as sound, at any rate where a criminal 
prosecution under the Blasphemy Acts or at common law is in 
question ; it is accepted as trite law that such a prosecution 
will lie only when an indecent or insulting attack is mad 
on the Christian religion. The House of Lords, overruling 
the two earlier cases, which both courts below had refused to 
follow, has now definitely extended this principle to civil 
matters as well, and has held that the objects of a secularist 
ociety, properly pursued, are neither illegal nor void. In the 
first place, they are not ‘‘ blasphemous,’’ and therefore not 
illegal, as of criminal character. In the second place, since 
the abolition of the writ de heretico comburendo, by 29 
Car. 2, cap. 9, the ecclesiastical offence of heresy is no longer 
recognized as contra bonos mores by a secular court. Lastly 
it is not against public policy to discuss in a reverent and 
scientific spirit the evidence for and against the existence otf 
a deity. In other words, the common law, without the assist 
ance of Parliament, has developed so as to confer upon secu- 
larists the toleration which at successive epochs the Legislature 
conferred by Act of Parliament on, first, Dissenters, then 
Unitarians, and, lastly, Jews, 








Incorporation of Documents Made 


after a Will. 


THE requirements of the Wills Act, 1837, touching the for 
malities to be observed in the making of a will, and the genera! 
canon that a will speaks from death, lead by their joint effect 
to some striking consequences. This is particularly the case 
in the comparatively common instance of a testator requiring 
that advances made by him to a beneficiary in the testator 

lifetime are to be brought into account. It may be that no 
evidence is obtainable as to what those advances were, except 
such as is supplied by some document made since the will 
was executed. To look at such a document is in a sense to 
treat the document as part of the testator’s will, and as the 
document may not be signed by the testator or duly witnessed 
is required by the Wills Act, it is apparent that difficulties 
must arise, and fine distinctions be taken to get round these 
difficulties. 

The recent case of in Re Deprez: Henriques v. Deprez (1917, 
| Ch. 24) is a very good instance of the troubles that arise 
when the Court is called upon to reconcile the provisions ot 
the Wills Act which lay down the formalities for the validity 
of wills and the principle that all wills are to speak from death. 





To put the facts in that case very briefly, a testator by his 
will dated in 1909, and a codicil dated in 1913, gave his resi 
duary estate in trust for his three children, and by the 
codicil directed that all sums of money appearing in his books 
of account to have been advanced to one particular son should 
be brought into hotchpot Apparently there were no entries 
of advancements in the testator’s books of account prior to 
the date of the will, but there were entries between the dates 
of the will and the codicil, and entries after the date of the 
codicil. Nevitie, J., held that the entries made prior to 
the date of the eodicil—the codicil confirmed the will—were 
incorporated in the will; but as regards the entries made after 
the date of the codicil, his lordship held that he could not 
receive them either as part of the will or as evidence. 

In the recent case to which we have just referred there was 
to some extent this further doctrine to be considered—the 
leaning of the Court against double portions. This, of course, 
arose because of the relationship between the testator and the 
particular beneficiary. As a rule, in cases of advancements 
and hotchpot provisions the testator and the beneficiary stand 
in that relationship. The testator is usually the parent of, or 
stands in loco parentis to, the beneficiary. But to illustrate 
the better the difficulties with which we are dealing, let us 
assume that the facts are such that this relationship does not 
exist, and consequently that the case is in no way complicated 
by the equitable doctrine which leans against double portions. 
We shall take the simple case of a testator dying in the year 
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1917 whose will was made‘in 1911, where the will contains a 
direction that any payments shewn in the testator’s books 
of account at the time of the testator’s death to have been 
made to A. are to be brought into account by A. We shall 
assume that under this will A. and B. take the residue in 
equal shares, and that on the testator’s death books of account 
are found with entries therein primd facie shewing that pay- 
ments were made by the testator to A. after the date of the 
will. Let us assume that A, dies shortly afterwards. and 
that no evidence whatsoever is obtainable throwing any light 
on whether or not the advances were actually made. Are 
these entries evidence ? ; 
Turning to the authorities, we find it laid down by Lord 
CAIRNS, BA in Singleton v. Tomlin 3 App Cas 
104, at pp. 113, 414) that there are certain cases in which, 
although a document is not admitted to probate, still it may 
be referred to in a will in such a way as that you are entitled 
to look at the document, because it is virtually incorporated 
in that which is admitted to probate, provided, first, that 
the document must be clearly identified by the description 
given of it in the will; and, secondly, that it must be shewn 
to have been in existence at the time when the will was 
executed. In the case of Whateley v. Spooner (1857, 3 K. 
and J. 542) a testator directed that advances which he might 
make as would appear in a statement in his handwriting were 
to be brought into hotchpot. It was argued that the testato: 
could not by his will reserve to himself a power of directing 
by a subsequent unattested document what sums were to be 
brought into hotchpot. Pace Woop, V.C., said that th 
words ‘‘ as will appear in a statement in my handwriting 
were mere words of reference, as in the case of reference to 
documents when produced, in bills or Chancer' 
and formed no part of the identification of the subject. His 
Honour stated that the case was within that of Lngland v. 
(2 Beav. 523). In England v. Downs there was an 
assignment by deed of goods, the particulars whereof were 
in the deed stated be set out in an inventory annexed 
thereto. In fact, no inventory was in existence, yet the Court 
held that the assignment was effectual, as the particulars 
were known. So it would appear that in Whateley v. Spooner, 
while the statement in the handwriting of the testator was 
not to be taken as part of the will, the advances referred to 
in the statement were not necessarily to be disregarded. In 
Kirk v. Eddowee (1844, 3 Hare, 509) the testator bequeath | 


son (1878, 


answers Ih 


Dou Ws 


to 


a certain sum to his daughter for life and herchildren. After 
the date of the will he gave her husband a small sum After 
the testator’s death the children brought a suit against thei 
parents to have the trust legacy properly ecured, and the 
parents set up the smaller gift as part satisfaction of the 


trust legacy. They tendered parol evidence that, after tly 


date of the will, the testator was requested by his daughte 
to confer some benefit on her husband, and that thereupon 
the testator made the smaller payment to her for the husband, 
declaring that it was to be taken in part satisfaction of the 
trust legacy. Wicram, V.C., held that this evidence was 
admissible as constituting an essential part of a transaction 
subsequent to, and independent of, the will, of which subse- 
quent transaction there was no evidence in writing. The 
parol evidence was not received as evidence of revocation or 
alteration of any part of the will, but as evidence of a trans 
action whereby the legatee had received part of her legacy 
by anticipation. 


Two other authorities ought perhaps to be mentioned. The 
one seems to lean in one direction and the second in the 
opposite direction In Smith v. Conder (9 Ch. D. 170) a 
testator directed that the sums of money advanced to hi 
children in hie lifetime should be brought into hotchpot The 


testator advanced certain sums to two of his sons after the 


date of his will, and he wrote a letter to each of them, saying 
that, if the son would give him a promissory note for 
pecified sum, he would write off the balance Hatt, V.C 


refused to admit these letters as evidence on the vround that 
to do so would be to allow an alteration of the will by an 


instrument not properly executed as a will. In the much 


(1915, 1 Ch. 422) the will provided that moneys given to the 
testator’s children should, in default of any direction to the 
contrary in writing by the testator, be brought into hotchpot. 


Sarcant, J., held that a sum subse juently covenanted to 


be paid by the test itor on the m irriage of one of hi children, 
and which the testator directed should not be brought into 
hot« hpot, not. to be brought into hot hpot His lordship 
held that the di scription of sums to be accounted for did not 
apply to the latter sum 

In this state of the authorities it would seem that in the 
example we have taken above, although the account books 
and entries therein are not part of the will, and cannot be 


so treated, they are some evidence, at any rate, of the fact 


that A. owes the testator the sums paid This indeed is quite 
apart from any testamentary effect of the entrie The entries 
ire not testamentary di positions at all Yet the distinction 
is fins For, suppose a testator to devise to A. all such part 
of Whiteaecrs the testator shall not thereafter settle on 

B., is not the subsequent s ement of part of Whiteacre on 
B. in effect testamentary disposition? In theory it is not, 
because on the testator’s death the d se operat only on 
the part of Whiteacre that is left in the testator after the 
settlement Yet the settlement parcels must be looked at to 
find what A. takes The ettlement Is not a te tamentaryv 
document, but if it is not, it is uncommonly near it j 

In truth, it may be doubted whether this very subtle ques- 
tion has really been thoroughly expounded by the Courts 

Books of the Week. 
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more recent case of in Re Arbuthnot: Arbuthnot v. Arbuthnot 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


BOWMAN AND OTHERS v. SECULAR SOCIETY (LIM.), 
30th January; 1st, 90h, and 12th February; 14th May. 
Witt—Resipvary Bequesi Company—ProraGanpa AGainst Rett 
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Hon. M. M. Macnaghten. Soxicrrors, Calder, Woods, & Peth 
Stoneham d& Sona. 
[Reported by Erskine Reiv, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Appeal. 


TINGLEY v. MULLER. No. 1. 23rd and 24th Marchi ; llth M: 
ALIEN Enemy—‘‘ Resipent . . . IN THE ENeMy CoUNTRY 
POINTMENT OF AGENT WHEN IN ENGLAND—SUBSEQUENT REeETUR 
GERMANY—VALIDity of ConTRACT MApE BY AGENT—TRADING \ 
THE Enemy PROcLAMATION No. 2, Par. 3 (9TH SEPTEMBER, 1914 
TRADING WitH THE ENemy Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5, c. 87)—TRa 
with THe ENemMy AMENDMENT ACT, 1914 (5 Geo. 5, c. 12), s. 10 


Lhe plat on 2nd June, 1915, bid for a leasehold house belo 
lo the defen uw, put up for auction, and paid a deposit -On if 

; mswers to requisitions on title that the defendant u 
(re t by birth, who had just left England, under a peraut frou 
(rove lo return } de in Germany, h refused to proceed 
the scale n the ground that it was a transaction prohibited b 
Trading with the Enemy Acts, 1914, and at common law. Hle fu 
claimed the return of his deposit and the costs of investigating the 
Hield, that fhe le could be completed by the soliwitor ap] 


; 


nt by the defe ant under a powel of attorney, and 

money was to be paid over to the Public Trustee as cust 
Trading with the Enemy Acts, 1914 to 1916, althoug/ 
“ an alien « my by reason of his return to German 

which the agreement to purchase the house was signed, 
s not invalid ab initio, and the pAaintiff was bound by 


ag 


ngreement u 
4 irgain, 
Scrutton. L.J., dissented on the broad gre und that at the crucial 
the defendant had ceased to be an alien ami; that acts of an ¢ 
were acts of his prinetpat and as the defendant could not have ay 
to sell the house on 2nd June, neither could his agent, 
Principles lad down by Lord Parker in Daimler v. Continental J 
60 SoLiciTorRs’ JOURNAL, 602; 1916, A. U. 507, ut page 347) 
t and applied. 
on of Eve, J 1 a. a afnrmed, 


' the plaintiff from a decision of Eve, J. (reported 
dismissing an action for a declaration that a contract for 
wsehold house, under circumstances which sufficiently ap} 
dements, had been dissolved by the vendor having be 
emy, or, alternatively, that it was void ab initio having lx 
in alien enemy. Eve, J., held that the contract must 
alid, on the ground that there was no proof that the 
reached and was residing in Germany on 2nd June, 
vas not an alien enemy at the time within the defini! 
Frendenberg (1915, 1 WK. B. 857). The plaintiff appea 
time after the opening of the appeal the Master of the R 
the case was of such great public importance that they f 
be heard before the tull Court of Appeal, and it was th 
urned and reheard. At the conclusion of the argument 
fourt took time for consideration 
Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., in the course of his judgment, said 
appeal raised some important and difficult questions arising out of 
recent emergency legislation. It was necessary to state the mate: 
lacts The defendant, Muller, was by birth a German. For m 
years, probably for forty years, he had been resident in England, 
during part of that period, though not in recent years, he had cat 
on business in London. He was never naturalized in this country. 
owned and occupied a home and grounds at Herne Hill, held und 
long | round rent of £22 10s. In the summer of 1915 he 
desi f proceeding to Germany and of selling his home and eff 
und gave a power of attorney, dated 20th May, 1915, to his soli: 
Mr. White. It was a very full power, authorizing Mr. White to 
by public auction or private contract, and to execute transfers to 
purchaser, and give receipts for the purchase money, and in the n 
time to receive the rents and profits and generally to manage 
premises he power was declared irrevocable for twelve months 
Bott was named in the power as the auctioneer. Before the sal 
White had « wrresponded with the Public Trustee, stating in hi 
that Mr. Muller had left the country for Germany, and that he 
desired him to sell his house, and asking whether the Public T: 
vould inform him whether he was at liberty to pay the purchase m 
to Mr. Muller’s credit at his bankers, or whether it should be p 
the Public Trustee. The reply was that the money need not b 
over to the Public Trustee, but that it should be retained by Mr. W 
during the war. The sale took place, and the indorsed memorand 
was signed by Mr. Bott, who wae described as agent for Mr. Mu 
the vendor. In the meanwhile Miller had obtained a permit from t 
Home Office to leave for Germany. He sailed from Tilbury or 
‘ 6th May, but there was no evidence when he arri 
imstances this action was brought, and 
4 the ground that it had not been proved 
vas an enemy alien on 2nd June, the date of th 
by 3 or He could not agree with the learned judge in thi 
because he thought the presumption of fact was the other way 
that a jury would be justified in finding that Miller had reac! 
Germany before 2nd June He thought it was right to hold that 


ne iease al 
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fore dismissed 








2nd June Miiller had become an alien enemy His lordship attached nd an order fe he turn ¢ depos ith 5 per 
great weight to the power of attorney, which was executed on 2ZUth May ! | ; jority t il was there at one 
At that date it was beyond dispute that Muller was not an alien enemy and W. S. She rgton , 
[he authority conferred upon Mr. White was complete and irrevocable, Soxicrrors, Langlots, 
and, therefore, no further intercourse h Muller was needed in order 
to carry through the transaction i hite i rractics in thie [Reported by Exsxine Rein, Barristorat Law.] 
! sition ot a trustee for the sak [ the } } ya t trust to uc! eee ae a 
: ild be executed, although the le bet aly ten : * F 
Su é ansaction Was not a tradu it ! : tinin t E 2 i - h; - Di " 
uch of common law or within the mischief of the Procamation of | £aigh Court—Chancery Dvvision. 
paar yo — ag eon yecoernttceces glia ee = Re WOODHALL & DUCKHAM’S PATENT. Sargant,J. 23rd April. 
really as to titie, but only as to « vey e Was 
py Hype stews His lordship ‘ on to reft ) ion of PATE? Po R Ol oO) OLLER NERAL TO EXT ‘D> Tit Mt FOR 
inion by Lord Parker in the ecel : f the RESENTATION Ot ITION FOR 1ON OI PENT 1 ATENTS, 
( V Continent yi y s’ Jo , 602; 1916, 1GNS ND RADE AR IPORARY cl 14 (4.& 8 
A. C. D7 t rf en ret » 4 i ECT 1)—Pat 3, SIGNS AND ‘TRADE 
lered by 
ho reason 
ireholders may 
ot the profits fror 
the English business with enemy 
the war, continue to carry on the 
profits may go to persons who are now enemies y money 
ing to an enemy, but in the hands of a trustee in this country, shoul , » by certs eral id tl i wwhers of 
not be paid into Court and invested in Government stock or he hosel h d been granted to Me od Duckham 
securities for the benefit of the persons entitled after the wat } — a ’ <p a , rr Sana ymptroller-General 
utention appears to me to extend the principle on which trading wv ate itith dk e 3 of { esigus and 
enemy is forbidden far beyond what reason cat ve h aie i emporat ; 1aQ1d arian « bieaniael 


warrant In early days the King’s enting 





seizing enemy property on land a la n sea i t« I ty . propo etit f extens of the patent nT : on 86 oO: 
land, this prerogative has long fall soar power to 
slation to the contrary, ythin ili nly t in Those put 
treaty t ‘ ace n ! 3 d not i ‘ e ex él : ) me t the presentation of a 
: i ex . ] f the same Act 
ies belongit su » petition must be pr sented at | six months before the expira 
Trade Marke 


tained in the ' 
emy property in this country 

ter the war just as property 1 enen l or} 
Majesty’s subjects will or ought to be restored to them after the 


That judgment was expressly approved and concurred in by é rar’ 1914, 


ide were given 
Mersey, Lord Kinnear and Lord Sumner The result is 
opinion, the plaintiff was not entitled to demand a return 
posit, and the appeal failed. 
rhis was the view also taken by Swinren Eapy, Bankes, 
Ton, L.JJ., and Bray, J, 
Scrurton, L.J., read a diss« 
moment an alien aml salle, 
his foreign domicile h 
i in time of war, if b 


ime an alien enemy In his vir the f of tl 
| brought it within the prohibition against trading with the 
if Muller was one party to the ont t iid make n 
that he contracted through an English agent Lord Parker in 
Dainder case (supra) appeared to treat the carrying on of businesses 
by trustees on behalf of alien enemik i ulle i , provided the 
evenues got no benefit till the end of the wa rect, would 
allow all German businesses i his untry ) cal 0 F , fi { } fact ‘ " ve f the 
trustees, though their owners ‘ t yue trust, fiehti amer it } cast 1 hie omptroller i undet 
against this country, a procedure wh ill; rrect—whi his r , | i t of { , f the ten and . Act, 1907 
lordship doubted—would very much startle | | ) He thought | t tent ‘ ne rade ark np tules) Act, 
that the appointment of an English trustee or ; ey during the 914 ! ft es ft le unde ist n ion \ct, power 
would be illegal as invol) intercoun vith th emy, % 1 tend the tin bed ect l f the atents and Designs 
| existing appointment w: become illey: vher he UIs ¢ j : _ 19 rt I ‘ ‘ i! I , he matter can 
j or principal, became an alien enem: Ls i iggester mn ( mie it it a matter with wl can deal 
section 46 of the Conveyancing Act the hold le power of atto y way of appeal from the Comptroller.—Covr Gray, 
1 might convey in his ov me, ¢ be effected fror i , Oo thiudl . itor r the 
3 Englishman to Envli lal t Wi llewa trading with . 
enemy, it need not ) ’ vh wi , " ect uf ) (Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-law.) 
contract had been made and carried out in i way. The contract ; 
rtainly was illegal a in law; and a @ plaintiff did not know Re STAHLWERK BECHER AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT'S PATENT. 
e defendant was an ien €1 he I ane idiated the econ Sargant, J. Ist May. 
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ledge, and that the alleged invention was not proper subject-matter for 
letters patent Chis petition could not be served in the ordinary way 


upon the Gert 


be effected by advertisen t This was don 
patentee appeared and imitted that the 
ings under ection 2] t ntended that the 
amend was merely a def« to the petition f 
were cleat entitled wh alien enemie t 
thie they referred to He Mert Patent (1915 
v Lowenfeld p The ntended that 
the English Government t fiscate the ps 
and reterred to /luyg ‘/ a ‘ 
Cartonnagen Industri y ind # V 
learned judge asked that the ( mn might 
Attorney-Genera ’ f of the Crown 
proposed amendment tt I mad i it 
defence to the pi idy initiated | 
SARGANT, J ifts tat the fact sand 
portant on | id that I Ked for the a 
(renera I ‘ ! I have 
different from the e that | had been previou 
The juest ni hettie hat the compa 
éetting ul t delence ! ometh t 
not defence It ell settled that an al ! 
to a claim ismuch as that not result in any 
enemy On the othe nd im allen enemy 
action, be © the int i in it 
ing, which ma result in payment to the alier 
tion in thi ise lor leave to disclaim a mere 
an affirmative and initiative one Unde 
patentee might mak i ibstantive application 
specification by d i rrection or explat 
that a patentee I i alien enemy cannot ini 
under ectiol 1 But it DVI is that unde 
narrower ambit It i niined to cases 
brought for infri n t ind there has been ; 
Under the provi to that section no amendme: 
will make the i t r thar r substantial 
vent rigina i J The ppl it 
section 1s something | i f defence I did 
cation under section 22 a alte enemy might 
all the world, and that this 1 ht be obtau 
friend petit i re tion But that 
against bY Im] ny term inder section 22 
the term that proceedi hall not be brought 
the war tor infringements dur it or before its 


the greatest d bt I decide that the proceedir 
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Rudolph Moritz; ¢ they Terrell; Colefaxr, KA 


head (for W Tre Wateor erving with H 


FP. KB. Smith, AG und Austen-Cartmell. Sor 


The Solicit j the Roard af Trade 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrieterat-Law.] 
New Orders, &c. 
War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London G an f llth M ; ntau the yh 
l. A Proclamation, dated 10th May, nsolidating 
and additions, the Pr umation dated the 10th M 
Orders dated respectively the 25th May, the 7th 


4th and the 26th July, tl 15th August, the Stl 
the 24rd October. tl 17th N mber. the 12t 
1916, the 15th and the 19th Januar the 2nd 


February, the 12th and the Wth Mare} ind tl 
the exportation f certain articles therein referred 
Kingdom to rtal rala tinations wa pr hibited 
tion is made under section 8 of The Custon ne 
Act, 1879 l of r} Exportatior f 
tion 1 of The ¢ ton Exportation P 
the hedu f arti is divided befor t 
to the extent of the prohibition as foll 
1) G is marked 4 t il] destinati 
(9) ¢ is marked (8), to all ports and d 
than port ind destinations in Brit P 
torat« 
(3) Good rked t | dest iti 
Europe and « the Mediterranean and Blacl ‘ 
and French P essi Russia Italy une 
Spain and Port il, and to all ports in any 
ind to all Russian Baltic ports 


2. A Procla tion. dated 10th May. prohibiti 
the United Kingdom, except under licence ft 
the following go 

Animal ‘1 d 


(rum coy 
Gum kauri 
Manufactures of rubber 


an order was made that 


+ 
te 





3. An Order in Council, dated 10th May (printed below), making new 


Defence of the Realm Regulations. 


4. An Order in Council, dated 11th May, varying the Statutory Li 
under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of Powers) Act, 191¢ 
Additions are made as follows :—Argentine, Paraguay, and Urugua: 


(the lists for each of these countries are to apply to all, and twenty-se 
names are added Bolivia (4); Brazil (5); Chile (8); Colombia (7 
Denmark (1 E uador (1 > Iceland and k iroe Islan is (1 . Liberia (] 
Netherlands (7); Netherland East Indies (28) ; Norway (4) ; Spain (1 


Sweden (18); Venezuela (5 There are also a number of removals f1 
uid variations in the List, and the usual notices are appended 
mte, p. 522 A List, consolidating all previous Lists, was published 


the 27th April, 1917 (The Consolidating List No. 25a), which, toget 


with the present List, contains all the names which up to this di 


are included in the Statutory List. 


5. A Foreign Office (Foreign Trade Dept.) Notice, dated Ith M 
1917, that an addition has been made to the list published as a sup; 
ment to the Lomdon Gazette of 16th Fe bruary 1917, of persons to wv 
articles to be « xported to ¢ hina may be consigned. 

6. An Admiralty Notice, dated 11th May, issued under Regulat 
15c of the Defence of the Realm Regulations, requiring returns to 


made by all persons having in their possession or under their cont: 


any chronometer or chronometers, except such chronometers as 
actually in use for navigational purposes or in course of manufacture 
* Army Council Orders as follows :-— 
7th May : Restriction on sales of imported Soft Wood. 
7th May : Taking possession of certain stocks of imported 5 
9th May : As to Hay and Straw (printed below). 


8. A Notice, dated 1L0th May, that the following Order has been n 
by the Food Controlle: 


1 


The Maize, Barley and Oats (Restriction) Order, 2nd May, 19 


(ante p 463). 

9. An Admiralty Notice to Mariners, No. 483 of the year 1917 (ré 
lishing with additional information No. 1427 of 1916, which is 
celled), relating to England, East Coast. It includes the followin 

(1) Lowestoft—Traffic of Neutral Vessels Prohibited No 
other than those of British Nationality or those of the A 
Nations shall enter the Port of Lowestoft until further notice 

(2) Yarmouth—Traffic Regulations; Prohibited Anchora 
No vessel other than those of British Nationality or those of 
Allied Nations shall enter Yarmouth haven until further noti 

The London Gazette of 15th May contains the following :— 

10. A Treasury Notice, dated 11th May (printed below), as to t 
fevulation of American Exchange. 

11. Ministry of Munition Orders, dated 11th May and 15th M 
(printed below), as to Sporting Guns and Waste Paper. 


12. A Notice that an Order has been made by the Board of T: 


under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requirit 
another business—H. C tobottom & Co.’s Successors, 4, Lloyd 


enue, London, E.C., General Merchants—to be wound up, bringi! 
tal to 445 
13. Army Council Orders, dated 9th May (printed below), as to W 
14. Admiralty Notices to Mariners as follows :— 
(1) 10th May No. 481 of the year 1917 (republishing N 
1916 and 201 of 1917, which are ¢ uncelled), relating to Er 
ind W 3, South and West Coasts. 
(2) 10th May : No. 482 of the vear 1917 (revising No. 
vhich is cancelled), relating to England, East Coast : River H 
and Approaches—Pilotage and Traffi Regulations. 


423 of | 


New Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
ORDER IN COUNCIL 
Recitals 
it is hereby ordered that the following amendments be made 
Defence of the Realm Regulations 
Restriction on Use of Petrol for Hired Cars 


1. After Regulacion 8c the following Regulation shall be insert 


8cG.—On and after the twelfth day of May, nineteen | 
ind seventeen. motor spirit shall not be used for the pur] 
iny motor car let for hire except where the letting of the ca 
is in connection with ambulance or hospital work 
nvevance of wounded soldiers, or is to a duly qualified 1 
practitioner for the purposes of his profession ; 01 
4) is in connection with naval or military or munit 
vice or the conveyance of munition workers to or from 
vork: or 
¢) is authorized by the Board of Trade for any 
purpose. 


t 


J, Re 





Dh 
until 
l excep 
in the 
the | 

An 
ment 


The 


” The 
him b 
abl i) 
of Jur 
COT | 
the V 
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“If any person uses motor spirit, or causes or permits motor 
spirit to be used, in contravention of this regulation, he shall be 
guilty of a summary offence against these regulations 


“In this regulation the expression ‘ motor spirit’ has the same 
meaning as in Part VI. of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910 


in this regulation shall apply to any motor cab ot 
standing or plying for hire in any 
place or in any railway station; but any question as to whether o1 
not a car is exempt under this shall be referred to the 


Board of Trade, whose decision shall be 


*‘ Nothing 


motor omnibus treet or publi 


provision 
conclusive 


Army Council Emjplo 


inserted 


to 


After Regulation 428 the following Regulation shall be 

** 42 If any male or 
any of His Majesty s naval or military forces) en 
tenth day of May for employment by the Army Council 


member of 
after the 


person, female (not being a 


(a) without lawful excuse absents himself from work 
which it is his duty to perform or from any place 
his duty to be; o1 


4) refuses or wilfully neg 


any 
where it 1s 


fects to perform any I 


1s dut es; 
or 

(ec) wilfully 
work on or in 


impedes or delays the due pe 
with which he may be employed ; 


formance of any 
connection 


he shall be guilty of a summary offence against these regulations 


10th May. 


Hay and Straw. 

ARMY COUNCIL ORDER 
War Office, 
9th May, 1917 

In pursuance of the powers conferred on them by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and all other po them, the Army 
Council do hereby order ; 

Phat on and atter 24th May, 1917, no chaffed or chopped hay shall 
be manufactured, purchased, sold or delivered Britain 
it contains not less than 20 per cent. of chopped straw 

Clause 4 of the Army Council Order of 30th June, 1916, prohibiting 
the lifting of hay and straw in England and Wales and Lreland in so 
far as it relates to the use of straw in England and Wales, and Clause 4 
of the Army Council Order of 14th September, 1916, prohibiting the 
lifting of hay and straw in Scotland, are hereby cancelled in so far as 
they relate to straw 

And the Army Council do hereby further order that on and after 
24th May, 1917, no wheat straw shall be purpose othe: 
than the feeding of live stock and for thatching, and that no oat etraw 
shall be for any purpose other than the feeding of live stock, 
except in either case under licence from the District Purchasing Officer 


Vers ehablilg 


in Great 


ulliess 


used for any 





used 


of the district or county concerned—a list of whom is appended 
By Order tf the Army Counce 
; P.M. Brad 
7 [Schedule of District Purchasing Officers. | 


Regulation of American Exchange. 


Deposir OF SECURITIES WITH THE TREASURY. 


The Lords Commissioners of His Majesty 8 ounce that 


lreasury «tl! 


until further notice no further securities will be accepted for deposit 
except securities whl h are subject to the “pe ial Ine me Tax ot a 
inthe £, but which have not yet appeared in any requisition order under 
, the Defence of the Realm Regulations ° 


Any securities approved for deposit before the date of this announce: 
ment will be accepted if lodged not later than 31st May, 1917 


still desirous, notwithstanding the cl ire of the 


The Treasury is 


deposit scheme, of purchasing outright American and ( wnadian Dollar 
Securities suitable for sale in the United States of America, and holders 
of such securities (whether they have appeared in previous lists or no 


the American 


vhom 


Dollar Securities Com 
obtained 


are invited ommunicate with 
mittee, 19, Old Jewry, E.C., from 
freasury Chambers, 


llth May, 1917. 


to <« 


quotations may be 





Manufacture and Repair of Sporting Guns and 
: Rifles, 
ORDER 

Ministry of 

llih May, 1917 

of the powers conferred 


a The Minister of Munitions, in pursuanc 
Regulations and all 


“im by the Realm 





Defence of the other } vers 





eabli g him, hereby Orders and Requires that is from the lst da 
of June, 1917, until further notice, no work shall, except under and in 
accordance with the terms of a ued und » a 

the Ministe, of Munitions. be irried . a act rkshow < 
other premises on or in connection with the manufacture or repait 


rifle, or any rifle of a calibre of .23" or 
less, or any part of such gun or rifle 

Nore.—(1) All applications for a hcence in connection with the above 

Order should he 

The Director-General of 

E.M.3 Section 
Ministry of Munitions 
Whitehall Place 
London 


any sporting gun 01 “4 


sport I 


made t 


Ordnance Supply, 





S.W. 1 
ntravention of or fail to comply with 
ffence under the Defence of the 
and imprisonment, 


x 


le abl e Ur ler \ ll be gulity Of an 
} 
I 


© to penasties of fine 


Waste Paper 


ORDER 
M nistry 


of Munitions, 
15th May, 1917. 
in exercise af the powers conferred wpon 


The Minister of Mu ! 
f the Defence of the Realm 


him by Regulation 2 fegulations and all 
ther powers thereunto enabling him hereby orders as follows 
l. No person § wl, as from the date hereof until further notice, offer 


to pul hase, yur Mise, Or take dk ivery or any 
inder and in 


oval C 


Waste Paper 
Permit issued by 


except 
the 


accordance with the terms ot a 


mmission on Paper. 


2. No person shall, as from the date hereof until further notice, except ' 
under and in accordance with the terms of a Permit issued by the Royal 
Commission on Paper, offer to sell, sell, supply, or deliver any waste 
paper except to the holder and in accordance with the terms of such a 
Permit to purchase or take delivery as aforesaid, 

3. Notwithstanding anything contained in this Order, no Permit shall 
be required in the case of a purchase and sale of Waste Paper not 
exceeding five cwt., provided that such purchase and sale is a separate 
and independent transaction 

4. Every holder of a Permit under this Order shall furnish sach 
return as to his purchases, sales, and deliveries of Waste Paper as shall 
be required by the Royal Commissio n Paper. 

5. For the purpose o s Order the term “ Waste Paper ’’ shall mean 
ill materials specified in the Schedule hereto, or any of them. 

Nott Applications for Permits ould be made to the Royal Com 
mission on Paper, Central House, Kingsway, London, W.C. 2 

[Schedule f Numerous Materials | ’ 














W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE 


QUEEN’S ROAD, _ONDON, W, 2. 


AGENTS, 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 


SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 
WEDNESDAY, 


IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


AUCTION 
VIEW ON 


PHONE N “WHITELEY, LONDON,’ 


PARK ONE (40 Lint Th LEGRAM 
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Wool. 


ARMY COUNCIL ORDERS 


War Office 
9th May, 1917 
li I i el nlierred on them | the 


Realm Regulation tl) Army ( 
(1) No person shall after the date hereot sell ot 


uncil hereby rder as 


olier to sell any 


Crossbred or Merino ‘Tops, or East Indian, Egyptian, Persian and other 
foreign in stock in the United Kingaom, except under permit 
issued by or on behal t Director of Army Contract 
> P ion 1 Lake f all stock of A r trahan New Zealand, 
South Africa j th A in Crossbred and Merino Wool except 
I i t l ttoresaid held | rs i the purposes 
im a | holder 
(3) ‘I Orde \ ( 1, dated 27t April, 1917, shall 
tinue furt noti I the pur] of the said 
Order To or paid fer ¢ before the 27th April shall | 
d lt n delivered r befor 1 clate 
By Order of the A Council, 
Rk. H. Brade 
bar One 
ith May, 1917 
In |} } e1 nferred them by the Def of 
the | I the Ari ( , | | rder as follows 

the Ord Ar Cou t 19 Apri 1917, and 
tl () \y id | u ! 

No J t t | or offer to sell any 
Crossbred Mi » Wool tock in the United Kingdom at price 
‘ di t | ! t it } Sched hereto annexed 

B. Order of the Army Council 





Societies. 
Counsel and Foreign Law. 


\ il I i that on the i estion of an ¢ 
ly ( / ' , tof Fi 
ti for 
i ar i 1 tl i 1 
the i I E.C. 4 


hk. H. Brade 


minenut licitor, 


General Council of the Bar, 


BARRISTERS AND THE WAR 


I ‘ { Ba ! Trot t t ti rece ed 
‘ t j the duration 
lin Oct r, 1914, ha 
' ! t | i them t t attenti I 
t b 
I « i t not apy un to thei nerous 
} ! ‘ possit i i e pr tion of those 
‘ i vce reat meri hich atlect not only 
t und a but lso the immediate 
i¢ 
I ‘ | ire pri 1 | Those inviting the 
‘ ‘ received rdial appl il f the La 
5 ty 
I " to preserving so far as possible the practice 
of bar te I re nable to attend to their business owing to 
’ ‘ ; T \ ** 
ir servi iH Maye s Forces r otherwise in connection 
h the i , tors be asked to adopt the following procedure 
1every ca i ha licitor ud norn have employed a 
barrist s ; 
l t t t to place the name f the bar 
rister " rvi brie! snd papers, and to deliver such briefs 
paper t the chambers of ich barrister 
I} , tor at the same time to arra with the clerk 
ne as t thie barrister who is t be il 
1 actua to hold the brief or attend to the papers, the 
it t rister sé to hand tl wiel or papers to 
t " I r appr l of by the solicitor 
Tha f { ar aa possible the practice 
! ever ba vl l t i atte i? his business owing to 
} \ 
- r H I I t e¢ in connection with 
¢ ! ter ! ited a \ RB the Bar Council recom 
mends 
1) That a rristers should make it a point of honour 
»d hat they can to ensure that A. B. may get back his 


practice intact when he resumes work at the 


Bar 





LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C 


ESTABLISHED 1863. 

Capital Stock .. om om om = — £400,000 
Debenture Stock om om om om -~ £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms ef Proposal and full information ean be edtained at the Society's O flee. 

G. H. MAYNE, Secretary, 


a 





(b) That all barristers, whether senior or junior to A. b 
should, so far as reasonably practicable, do the work of A. b 


making any arrangement they think fit as to sharing fees, but 
so that all fees be as between A. B. and the client book 
A. B.’s clerk to the credit of A. B. 

That any barrister doing the work for A. B. s i, 
ilter his siynmature to any pleadings or other document idd 
ior A. B., now serving in His Majesty's Forces (or as th: se 


may be and if holding a brief, should etate to the Court f- 
whom he is holding such brief, and for what reason.’’ 
May, 1917. 


The Union Society of London. 


[he society met at the Middle Temple Common Room on Wed 
l6th May, 1917, at 8 p.m. The subject for debate was: * TI 
provisions of the Criminal Law Amendment Act are not suffi tly 


drasti Opener, Mr. Quass. Opposer, Mr. Holt. The moti 


carried 








The Late Mr. Choate. 


Che Lord Chief Justice, says the Zimes, paid a tribute to the : 
if Mr. Choate at the sitting of his Court on Wednesday. Th ives 
yf the Court of Appeal and the Chancery and King’s Bench Di 


vere present [The Bar was represented by the Attorney Genet 
F. E. Smith, K.C.) and the Solicitor-General (Sir Gordon Hewart, h.| 
A number of King’s Counsel and members of the Junior Bar 
in Court 

I'he Lord Chief Justice said that the Court desired to pay a t ite 
1f respect, admiration and affection to the memory of Joseph ( ite 
vhose death they were now lamenting. Joseph Choate was 
erything, a lawyel ; he was cradled in the law 4 he loved his 
sion, and he followed it to the end, except for a comparative rt 
period. He was not only an American lawyer, but he was a b el 
of the Middle Temple. He was also a great Ambassador and f 
the most distinguished citizens of the United States of Ameri He 
occupied a unique position. To many of them he was almost 
known in this country as in America. He deserted the law to | me 
Ambassador here. There was no doubt that when he accept that 
position he was influenced by the belief that he could assist in | ng 
about better relations between America and Great Britain ( ate 
worked for that better relationship during the whole of the ti that 
he was here As a speaker they remembered him as one who wa we 
ful and eloquent in his orations. He was dignified and lofty in | I 
serious utterances, and he had the charm of humour in his hter 
efforts. Throughout all, there could always be traced one great idea 
co-operation between our two nations When the great war began there 
was never any doubt about the sympathies of Joseph Choate They 


were soon translated into devout wishes expressed for the vi y I 
the Allies cause 

In 1915, when the Anglo-French Mission went to the United 

») man did more to assist in the success of that mission than Joseph 
Choate. From the first moment that the mission arrived he t him 
self to assist in its success. How much more we owed to hin ater 
days that was not the moment and place to discuss. To him wa icl 
safed the supreme satisfaction in the full years which he had 
of assisting in the last few weeks of his life in the common ¢ e im 
which America had entered with this country and her Allies. H had 
vitnessed the operation, so long desired, between America and (ré at 
Britain. Mr. Balfour, who was now in America, was Prime Ministet 
during part of the time when Mr. Choate was Ambassador her« had 
with Mr. Choate always the same ideal of that close co-operation 


between America and ourselves 


In conclusion, his = said: To his family let us hope that i 
vill be a consolation to reflect that Joseph Choate lived uy the 
moment of seeing the success of his great ideals; and not only that he 


lived to see the realization of these ideals, but that he died in t! florts 
vhich he was making to bring them to perfection. 

Mr. Choate was for some years a Bencher of the Hon. Societ 
Middle Temple, and a memorial service will be held in the Temple 
Church on Monday, 2lst May, at 4.45 p.m. 
will be required. 


the 


No tickets of admussioa 
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Obituary. 





Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 





Captain Roby M. Gotch. 


Captain and Adjutart Rosy Mypperton Gotcu, Sherwood Foresters, 
wounded and m*‘ssing on lst July, 1916, now believed killed, was born 
in 1889, the only son of Mr. J. A. Gotch, J.V., F.S.A., and Mrs. Goich 
of Weekley Rise, near Kettering He was educated at Cottesmore 
School, Hove, Rugby (School House), and New College, Oxford, taking 
his degree in Law, 2nd Class Honours, in 1911, and in the following year 
passing for the BuC.L. (3rd Class Honours). On leaving Oxford he was 
articled to Mr. J. T. Perry, of Messrs. Thorpe & Perry, solicitors, 
Nottingham. While at Rugby he gained his ‘ap’ at football, and 
during the winter of 1913-14 played for the Harlequins. He was a 
member of the O.T.C. at Oxford and at Nottingham, and joined the 
Sherwood ‘Foresters as second lieutenant He went to the front in 
February, 1915, was gazetted temp. captain on 5th July, 1915, and 
adjutant a few days later. He was mentioned in the dispatches of 
lst January, 1916, and at the time of ‘his death his name had been 
recommended for distinction. Early in the advance on Ist July, in the 
midst of a terrible barrage, close up to the German barbed wire, he 
was wounded in the wrist, but went to the he p of his runner, who 
was in difficulties with a telephone wire which she had volunteered to 
lay. Captain Gotch stooped down to assist, when he was again wounded 
it is believed mortally His brigadier-general wrote of him as “ one 
of the finest officers in the brigade.”’ 





Captain Richard C. Sale. 


Captain Ricnarp Crawrorp Sarr, Hereford Regiment, who was 
killed on 26th March, aged twenty-two, was the younger son of Mh 
W. T. Sale, The Forbury, Leominster. He was educated at Capel 


Smith's, Malvern, and at Rugby On leaving school in 1912 he received 
his commission in the Hereford Regiment, ind served with it in 
Galhpoli and afterwards in Egypt. \He was artic!ed to his father, tne 


Town Clerk of Leominster. 


Second Lieutenant L, D. Griffiths. 


Second Lieutenant L\ D. Grirrirus, Royal Fusiliers, the only son 
of Mr. Llywelyn Griffiths, of Minsden, Harrow, and 5, Bedford-row, 
W.C., was wounded in action on 27th April, and died of wounds or 
29th April. He enlisted in the first week of the war, being then a few 
months under nineteen years of age. and about four months late: 
received a commission. He had been at the front since July, 1916. <A 


brother officer states that his last act was to try to save his men 


who had got buried. Second Lieutenant Griffiths was educated at 
Mercers’ School and was a student of the Law Sec ety, and was about 


to be articled to his father as a solicitor when the war broke out. 





Second Lieutenant Kenneth G. Shackles. 


Second Lieutenant Kennetu G. SHACKLES, Kast Yorkshire Regiment 
was the eldest son of Mr. G, L. Shackles, of Brough, East Yorkshirs 
a member of the firm of Messrs. Shackles, Dunkerly & Barton. of Hull 
and was articled to Mr W E. Barton, of that firm Hle was 
educated at the Old College, Windermere, and Shrews iry School He 
emisted in the 10th East Yorkshire Regiment in September, 1914, and 
utter undergoing his training went to Egypt and subsequently to 
France. He obtained his commission in the East’ Yorkshire Reg ment 
in January, 1916, and was invalided home with trench fever in Jon 
1916. He again went to the front last April and died of wounds cn 
llth May. His younger brother, Second Lieutenant Colin L. Shackles, 
is 


n the R.F.A. 








Legal News, 


Appointments. 


Mr. Atbert Parsons, K.C., has beea appointed a County Court Judge 
upon the vacancy caused by the death of Judge Martelli, of the Hamp 
shire Circuit. He goes to Circuit No. 7 (North Cheshire and South 
Lancashire), in succession to Judge Barnard Lailey, K.C., who is trans 
ferred to Circuit 51 (Hampshire). Mr. Parsons was called to the Bat 
at the Middle Temple in 1891, and has belonged to the South Wales 
and Chester Circuit. He took silk in 1911, and has been Recorder for 
Merthyr Tydfil since 1915. 

_The Minister of Munitions has appointed Mr. W. R. Bovsriern, 
K.C., F.R.S., to be a member of the Advisory Panel of the Munitions 
Inventions Department 





Information Required 


KATE HOPE, Deceased.—Kate Hope, wife of Henry Oliver Hope, 
of Banwell Castle, Somersetshire, died on 17th April, 1916. Any person 
having in his custody a will or codicil of the deceased, made subsequent 
to 21st. May, 1907, exercising a special power under the will of her late 
father, Edward Behrens, or able to give information as to the existence 
of such will or codicil, is requested to communicate with Messrs, 
Smupson, CuLLINGForRD & Co., 85, Gracechurch-street, E.C 





General. 


The annual meeting of the Auctioneers’ and Estate Agents’ Institute 
was held on Thursday, the 10th inst The number of members last 
year was 3,139, and twenty-four were reported to have died while on 
wtive se ‘ It was stated in the report that the eubject of allowing 
women to te for the Institute examinations had been under the 
considerat the mune, w without pronouncing against the 
pri le, d { it the time is net ripe for coming to a decision 


In the House f Commons on Wednesday, Mr. Kellaway, replying 
to Mr. G. Lambert, who asked the Minister of Munitions whether, in 


view the importance of publ on in the settlement of labour 
troubles, he would direct that the utmost publicity should be in the 
future give n the early stages to disputes between employers and 
workmen in this country during the war, said The question of pub 
licity with regard to the various phases of the labour situation is 
r ’ y ti s ms atter the Government 


Mr. Macpherson, in a written answer to Mr. G. Thorne, states that 
aman to whom a notice to be medically examined is sent under the 
Military Service (Review of Exceptions) Act, 1917, and who attains the 
age of forty-one w ! rty days after the date of the notice, should 


produ e proof f his age to the recruiting officer who issued the notice 


and point out ut there would be no advantage in compliance with 
the notice being enforced tecruiting officers have been instructed 
that a man who proves that he attained forty-one years of age before 
the 30th dav after the date f the tice is not liable for military service 


The Summer Assizes. 

The Summer Assizes will be held on the following dates : 

NortTHerN Circuit (Mr. Justice Bray and Mr, Justice Atkin).—29th 
May, Appleby; 3lst May, Carlisle; 4th June, Lancaster; llth June, 
Liverpool ; 2nd July, Manchester 

WesTeERN Circurr (the Lord Chief Justice and Mr. Justice Ridley) 
23rd May, Salisbury; 26th May, Dorchester; Sth May, Wells; 4th 
June, Bodmin; 8th Jun Exeter; 14th June, Winchester; 21st June 


Bristol 

SourTH-EaAsTeRN Cirncvl Mr. Justice Darling and Mr. Justice Hor 
rye 22nd M Hunt lor 4t Ma ( mbridve : Ot} Mav, 
Bury St. Ed i Sist Ma Nor h: 6th June, ¢ ford 
OXFORD Cll 7 My J ti \ I | ! nd M J Bail 
hacl h Ma Readi } June, Oxford; 7th Jur W ter 
lith J ( ] J Mon } ard J Hereford 
wth J Shire bus Ht J Stafford 


th. ! vi : »t ’ ’ P 
15th June. Leicester: 20th June, Oakham; 21st June, Lincoln; 27th 


ALES AND Cuester (Mr. Just Avory and Mr 


Justice Sanke rd ! I 

5th May, D 6th Mav, La eter ; 29 May, Carnarvor 29th 
May, C irthen ; 2nd JJ Be ris; 2nd Ju B n: 6th Jur 
Ruthi 6th Jr 'y th June, Mold; 9 J Ch r; 140) 





11; GUARANTEED FOR LIFE 


MAN 65 years of age can obtain £11 10s, 8d, 

per annum for every hundred pounds invested 

in a “Sun Life of Canada” Annuity. This 
leading Company for Annuities gives better terms 
than any other high-class Company. Assets over 
£15,000,000, invested in strict accordance with 
Canadian Government requirements. 





Write for booklet to 
J. F. JUNKIN (Manager). 


SUN LIFE OF CANADA, 217, Canada House, 
Norfolk Street, London, W.C. 
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Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice 
RoTA No. 1. NEVILLE. 
Mr. Borrer Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Leach 
Bloxam Rorrer Goldschmidt 
Wednesday 23 Synge Bloxam sorrer 
Thursday oo Be Jolly Synge Bloxam 
Friday ...... % Farmer Jolly Synge 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
SARGANT ASTBURY YOUNGER, 
Mr. Church Mr. Jolly Mr 
Leach Farmer 
Goldsachmi Church 
Borrer Leach 
Bloxam Goldschmidt 
lay, the 26t 


Mr. Justice 


Date. EVE. 


Mr. Farmer 
Charch 
Leach 
Goldschmidt 
sorrer 

Mr. Justice 
PETERSON 

Mr. “ynge 
Jolly 
Farmer 

Farmer Church 

Charch Leach 

day of May, 1917, and 


Monday.. May 21 
Tuesday ow 2 


Date. 


Bloxam 
Synge 
Jolly 


Monday..'May 21 
Tuesday 22 
Wednesday 
Thureday .... 24 
Vriday oo @ 

The Whitsun Vacation w ommence on Satu 
terminate on Tuesday, t 29th day of M sy, 1917, i 





The Property Mart 


Forthcoming Auctior. Sales 


May 21.—Mesers. Wm. HovcntTon & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rent’, &c. 
(see advertisement, back page, this week). 
June 12.—Mesers, HAMPTON & SONS, at the Mart 
¢, this week). 
14, 21, July (date not fixe!).—Mesare. DANIEL SMITH, OAKLEY & 


the Mart : Freehold Estates, &c. (see advertisement, page iil., May 12).5 


Freeholds (see advertisement, back 


GARRARD, at 


Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOC]K COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
London Gazette.—TUERSDAY, May 8 
LTb 


and th 
yr to Mr. G. G. 


Creditors are required, on or before June 4, to serd 
particulars of their debt¢ or claims, to Mr. G.H. Tyler 
Poppleton, 26, Corporation st, Birmingham 


DuNN Motor Bopy ¢ 

tveir names and addre ses 

43, Cannon :t, Birmingham 
liquidators 

East LANCASHIRE Picture & VARIETY PALACE Co, 
Creditors are required, on or before June 9, to 
sand particulars of their debts or claims, to Harry Ryden, 
burn, liquidator 

FREDERICK APPLEYARD, LT! Creditors are required, on or before May 31, 
their names and addresses, a d the partieulars of their debts or claims, to Rol rt 
Southworth Dawson, 9, Charles st, Bradford, liquidator 

R. THomMPson & Sons, LtD.—(reditors are require|, on or before June 19, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Richard KR 
Porter, 3, King st, Blackburn juidator. 


IN VOLUNTARY 
send their tames and 
2, Richmond ter 


LIQUIDATION.) 
addresses 


Black 


to send 


K COMPANIES, 

CHANCERY 

May 11 

ired, on or before June 11, to send 
and 8, North Church side, Hull, 
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STOTC 


Loniton Gazette 
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aims to H. J 


are rei 
Walker 


RINK 
thelr 


HOLL SKATING 
particulars of 
iquidator 

LAKE View South, Lrp. (In Ligt tmaTion).—Creditors are required, on or 
1 to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
Arthur Pomeroy and G Coldthorp Hay, 1, London Wall bidgs, liquidators 

NEPTUNE STRAM LAUNDRY, LTD. —Cred.tors are required, on or before June 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or cl. ims, to 
Coojer, 4, Chapel walks, Manchester, receiver 

Osmond & Co, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION Creditors are required, on 
June 16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Alfred Aylett Moore, 3, Crosby eq, liquidator 

WHITooMBE & ( 0, LTD. —Cre titors are required, on or before 
and addr sses, aod the particulars of their debts or claims, 
bidge, Nelson, liquidator 


before 


June 
tivims, to 


» to send 


Danie! 


w befor 


June 12, tos nd t} name 
to Robert Heap, Exchange 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, May 4. 

Berthon Boat “o, Ltd Melrose Mil! Co, Ltd. 
W. G. Irving, Ltd Claren ion and Meadow Model Laundries, 
Claytons Lenton Coal Co, Lt1 Ltd. 
Standard Literature Co, Ltd. Monsa! Dale Spar Mine, Ltd. 
Park Street (Heywood) Cotton Spinning Hull Skating Rink Co, Ltd. 

Co, Ltd. Aylesbury Foods Co, Ltd. 
Mexico-Orient Mining Syndicate, Ltd. Weeden & Coombes, Ltd. 


London Gazette, —-TUESDAY, May 8. 


Imperial Motor Industries, Ltd. 


Heath Brothers, Ltd 
Popular Publishing Co, Ltd. 


Tanfield Lane Brickworks Co, Ltd. 

Stanley Steam Laundry Co, Ltd, Cariton & Co, Ltd. 

F. W. Elliott & (o, Ltd Willan & Stutter, Ltd. 

West Boldon Bank House Working Men's Albert Salkin & Co, Ltd. 
Social Club and Institute, Ltd, 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


LAST Day oF CLAM. 
London Gazette. —FRIDAY, May 4. 


AYTON, MARY ANN, South Woodford, Essex June 25 Oldfield, Basinghall st 

BAKER, ELiza, Worthing Junell Verrall & Sons, Worthing 

BALL, MATILDA, Chudleigh, Devon Junel Gould & Stephens, &xeter 

SENSLY, MARIA ELIZABETH, All Souls av, Willesden Mav 30 Kean, Fleetwood 

Bishop, SYDNEY OLIVE, Far-ham Junel Rutter& Co, Norfolk House, Norfolk st 

SOWLES, ISABEL JANE, Roygate, Sussex June 1 Stephens & Sons, Somerset st, Port- 
man 8q 

CAMPBELL, MARGARET, Birmingham 

HARLTON, ANNIB, Hastings June ll 

Cooper, HARRIET, Lytham, Lancs June 1 

CoPpESTAKE, SAMPSON, Henfield, Suss x, Barrister at Law 
manbury 

DUNSTERVILLE, EDWARD, Walton on Thames June4 J & M Solomon, Finsbury pymt 

FRANCIS, WILLIAM, Brighton, Engineer Sept30 Stuckey & Co, Brighton 

Gash, THOMAS, Kingston up n Hull, Carrier July2 Thompson & Co, Hill 

Gopsey, GEoRGE PorTER, Wroxham mans, Canfield gdns, Hainpste:d June 4 
man, Wes! minster House, Millbank 

HALL, JOHN THOMAS, Bury, Lancs, Contractor June5 Butcher & Barlow, Bury 

HARDING. GEORGE KICHMOND, Bristol June 25 lurges & Sloan, Bristol 

Harry, THOMAS Rendlesham rd, Clapton, Estate Agent May 31 
Mary Ate 

HARTMAN, EMILY ANN, Gloucester County, New Jersey, America June23 Cooper & Co, 
Manchester 

HESLOP, MARY, 3t Stephen's av, Sheph«rd’s Bush 


June9 Sargent, Wolverhampton 

Norr 8s & Spicer, St Leonard's on Sea 

Lonsda'e & Grey, St Annes on the Sea 
Junel Biddle & Co, Alder- 


Chureh- 


Frost & Co, &t 


June 2 Rider & Co, New a4, Lineoln's 
inn 

Hinearp, JouN MoLe, Bath June16 Taylor, Upper Richmond rd 

HUTCHINSON, JANE ANN, Liardet grove, New Cross Junel Maughan & Hall, Newcastle 

upon Tyne 

ELEANOR CATHERINE MITCHBLL, 

walk, Temple 

InKLAND, JAMES, Manchester, Manufacturers’ Agent June 5 Hall & Co, Manchester 

IVE, ARTHUR FRNWICK, Worthing May 30 Charles & ‘0, Worthi g 

JENNINGS, THOMAS EDWARD, Camdenrd June 5 Finch & Jennings, Gray's inn sq 

Jounson, FrepericK Lwient, Carlton hill, St John’s Wood June 4 Last & Co, Sack- 
vi ile st 

Jones, MARY JANE, Newport 

Jones, Lucy, Ludlow, 8 lop 

Forrest, James, St Leonards on 

Queen st 

JAMES MAULKIN, Great Barto 

St Edmnnods 

LAW, ELIZABETH MARIA, Knaresborough, Yorks 

LiTTLe, EMILY Saran, New King's rd, Fulham 
bury 8q 

LOADER, HARRIETT MARIA, Colchester av, Manor Park, Essex 
rd, Iiford 

MARSHALL, JAMES, Normanton rd, Croydon, Miller June 21 
dun, Strand 

MASLEN, ARTHUR, St Stephen's gdns, Twickenham, Civil Servant 
& Sons, Fenchurch st 

MippskTON, DAVID, Manchester, Carrier 

MURRAY, JANE, ISABELLA, Lowick, Northumberlap ! 
upon Tweed 


INNES Bath June 23 Mead & Co, King’s Bench 


Morgan & Co, Newport, Mon 


Phillips, New Broad st 
June 15 Radcliffes & Hood, Old 


May 21 
June 30 
Sea, Secretary 
KING , Suffolk, Brewer July 1 Greene & Greene, Bury 
June 4 Kirby & Co, Harrogate 

May 25 Guillaume & Sons, Salis- 


June 12 White, High 


Greville-Smith, Clement's 
Junell Stoneham 


June 5 Hall & Co, Manchester 
May 26 Sanderson & Co, Berwick 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


th MOORGATE! 


sTRaptT, LOonMDownm, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICH NSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for iasertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent oa 


application. 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 

APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 














